


HOUSE OF COMMONS 
LONDON SWIA OAA 


The Rt Hon Liz Truss MP 
Secretary of State 
Department for International Trade 
Old Admiralty Building, Whitehall 
London SWIA 2BL 
23rd May 2021 


Dear Liz, 


I am writing to ask you to make a statement to Parliament this week on the proposed deal on 
agricultural tariffs that you have now officially offered to the Australian government. 


As you know, the House of Commons will rise on Thursday 27th May for the Whitsun recess, and 
will not return until Tuesday 8th June, three days from the start of the G7 summit in Cornwall. You 
have publicly said that you are in a ‘sprint’ to finalise the trade agreement with Australia ahead of 
that summit, meaning there are now a maximum of seven sitting days of Parliament left before that 
agreement is due to be signed. 


You will be aware that there are genuine and deeply-felt concerns across the House — shared by the 
devolved administrations in Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland — about the offer you have made 
to Australia for zero-tariff, zero-quota access to the UK agricultural market, phased in over a 15 
year period; about what this will mean for the competitive position of the UK farming industry, 
and about the precedents it will set for other future free trade deals. 


I share all of those concerns, and have a number of other important questions regarding the offer 
you have made to Australia, which I have not seen answered in the various briefings that you have 
provided to the media concerning the proposed deal in recent weeks. For example: 


e Has your assessment of the impact of your tariff offer changed since July last year, or do you 
still forecast that it will result in Australian producers being able to supply UK retailers with 
beef and sheepmeat at lower cost than UK producers, leading to a fall in output and 
employment in the UK’s agriculture and semi-processed food sectors? 


@ Why have you not followed the lead of Australia’s four biggest agricultural export markets, 
Japan, the United States, China and South Korea’, and included a trigger safeguard in your 
proposed deal on beef tariffs, which can be applied in any year to protect the UK’s beef 
farmers from being undermined by a surge in imports? 


© Are any of the Australian exports on which you have proposed to eliminate tariffs produced 
in ways that would be illegal for farmers in the UK to match, under our laws on food safety, 
animal welfare and environmental protection, and if so, how does that represent a level 
playing field on which our farmers are expected to compete? 


' There are permanent trigger safeguards in operation in the case of Australia’s deals with Japan, the US and 
China; and a temporary trigger safeguard in the case of South Korea, to be phased out in 2027 alongside its 
remaining tariffs on Australian beef, 13 years after the Korean-Australian FTA entered into force. 
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® To take one important example, will tariffs be reduced on Australian beef treated with 
growth-promoting antibiotics, a practice illegal in the UK, and if so, how is that consistent 
with your repeated pledges that you will not allow British farmers to be undermined by 
imports produced to lower standards than they are required to meet? 


e Is it fair to assume that the same proposal of zero tariffs and zero quotas on all exports to the 
UK, phased in over a 15-year period, will be your standard offer in the negotiation of free 
trade agreements with other major agricultural exporters over the next two years, including 
the United States, the Mercosur countries, Canada and New Zealand? 


® Have you received binding guarantees from Australia that no further reduction will be sought 
in the time period over which tariffs and quotas are phased out on their agricultural exports 
to the UK, and by extension New Zealand’s and Canada’s, during the negotiation of the UK’s 
accession to the Comprehensive and Progressive Trans-Pacific Partnership? 


® And finally, what commensurate benefits have you succeeded in negotiating in respect of the 
UK’s key offensive objectives for this trade agreement, in return for the wholesale victory 
you are offering the Australian government in respect of its key negotiating objectives for 
the Australian agricultural industry? 


I am sure you will agree that it would be better all round if these kind of issues could be raised and 
discussed this week in the House of Commons, while there is still time for you to address them in 
the draft trade agreement, rather than delaying any Parliamentary debate of the proposed deal until 
after it has been formally signed at the G7 summit. 


Accordingly, I hope you will make a statement to the House on your proposals early this week, and 
avoid the need for Members of Parliament to seek an Urgent Question instead. 


Can I also take the opportunity to remind you that I have still not received a reply to my letter sent 
to you a full month ago asking you to enable a debate and a vote on your department’s Interim 
Economic Partnership Agreement (EPA) with Cameroon, before it is ratified by default at the end 
of the 21-day CRAG process on Thursday 10th June. 


As I said in my letter of 23rd April, given the horrendous human rights record of the Biya regime, 
we request the opportunity to debate how its abuses will be addressed through the EPA, and if 
satisfactory responses are not forthcoming, to resolve against ratification. Can I therefore ask you 
again to schedule such a debate at the earliest opportunity. 


I am copying this letter to Mr Speaker’s Office, to the Chair of the International Trade Select 
Committee, and to the other Opposition Spokespeople on International Trade. 


Yours sincerely, 


The Rt Hon Emily Thornberry 
Shadow Secretary of State for International Trade 


